conquer disease, open the mines, plough the land,
build the ships, clear the streets, succour the wounded,
encourage the faint-hearted, and be proud to take
your part in the mighty company which moves on to
its new destiny."

Is it not precisely for this that we are striving? Is it
not for this that millions of our people are longing?
What is the point of all the slaughter of this war and
the last and of the frustration and desolation of the
years between if at the end we cannot say all that and
make it true?

And who will ask, in that society, for what motive
a man will wotk?

Therefore, let this be  abundantly clear. Common

Ownership of all our great resources is not in the least

desirable for its own sake, nor because of its alleged

superior "efficiency," nor because it is more "fair,"

nor because it will "soak the rich and take away what

they never had any right to," nor because it will "put

the blasted exploiters in the place where they belong,"

but solely because it is the essential condition which

must be/ulfilled before we can establish a new society.

And we must establish a new society or perish.

This point is so important that I must restate it.

Common Ownership is not desirable for its own sake.

Indeed, so long as Socialism is held desirable on the

grounds that it, will confer some alleged  economic

advantage on the individual it must fail even though

it succeed in conferring the economic advantages it

promised. This I have explained already. It is for this

reason that I use the words "Common Ownership"

which have not been tied up to the associations of a

past mistaken teaching instead of the word "Socialism"

which, in its very sound, conveys to the mind the old
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